In [2] there appear without proof two lemmas concerning the rearrangement of certain conditionally convergent double sums. Although these lemmas are quite crucial in [2], I gave no proofs since I was under the impression that they could be proved in exactly the same way as were similar lemmas in previous papers (cf. [1, pp. 272-277] ). That this impression was a false one was pointed out by Dr. J. R. Smart. It is the purpose of this note to supply proofs of these lemmas.
The numbering of the lemmas will be as in (1) c e C,c> 0 JV-> oo deD';\d\¿N Cr+1(CX + il)
Lemma (2.13). Let x,y,r, and v be as above. Let p be any positive real num-
Remarks. A careful examination will reveal that the above statement of Lemma (2.10) differs slightly from the statement in [2] . The changes are of a technical nature and of little importance. While the proof of (2.10) is by far the more complicated, the proof of (2.13) contains all the basic ideas. Hence we omit the proof of (2.10).
Proof of (2.13). We recall that Using this latter fact and the Lipschitz summation formula, we can proceed as in [1, p. 273 ] to show that the left-hand side of (2) converges. The lemma can now be stated as follows :
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We replace d by d -cXq and thereby rewrite the inner sum as c del).
The argument is divided into two cases, (a) Suppose k # 0. Then
= 4rr I e-1ivCÀ)e-2"Hv-K)alcXis1 + s2), Here q is in an interval of length ( -2d)/cX < 2, so that there are at most two terms in the sum. In each term | cXq -d | > N + 2d, so that S2 = 0. In S3, q is again in an interval of length (-2d)/cX < 2, so that there are again at most two terms. Also in S3 we have | ciy + d -cXq \ ~1 ^ | cXq -d | _1 < \/K, so we obtain \S'3 \ < 2/K < 2p1~7c1~*Ks. We have made use of the fact that 0 < c ^ pK.
We now use these estimates for S'x, and S3 to derive (3) as in the previous case.
The following corrections in [2] should also be noted. 
